Law ’ s Dela y^M il-) 

The President’s Crime Com- 
mission report is a major con- 
tribution to a grave problem. 
It was marred, however, by 
failure to deal with a signifi- 
cant aspect — undue delay in 
the trial and appeal processes 
of criminal causes. The slow 
administration of criminal jus- 
tice in America has long been 
notorious— it is a continuing 
disgrace! 

In England, a criminal case 
— from apprehension to final 
appeal — is disposed of in two 
to three months. In our coun- 
try, the average time, as re- 
ported by the Institute of Ju- 
dicial Administration some 
years ago, is over two years. 
The time lapse between of- 
fense and disposition is de- 
moralizing to society and the 
accused — whether spent in the 
detention cell or temporarily 
released without supervision 
or treatment. To the innocent 
the long wait confirms their 
rejection by society; to the 
guilty it is encouraging 


s to the 

evidence that they can “beat 
the rap” — an opportunity is 
afforded them to spread their 
social virus. 

Though the value of punish- 
ment as deterrent has been 
questioned, certainly it can be 
effective treatment. Knowl- 
edge that it will be prompt 
may well be a deterrent; 
hence, there must be no un- 
warranted time lapse between 
the commission of the wrong- 
ful act and final disposition. 
What is requisite is not harsh 
disposition — but speedy dispo- 
sition. Celerity, not severity, 
is the operative word — our 
task can be corrective, not 
necessarily punitive. If pun- 
ishment is to have validity 
as well as effectiveness it 
must be prompt and swift. 

Chief Justice Warren has 
said that court backlogs of 
cases bring “the entire legal 
profession a loss of public 
confidence, respect and 
pride.” 

Delays in criminal eases, es- 
pecially, is subversive of the 
social order. The alarming in- 
crease in the ' national crime 
rate is indicative of the metas- 
tasis of violence in our so- 
ciety. 

It can only be halted by 
speed in disposition— a con- 
stant in crime prevention. The 
status of criminal calendars, 
therefore, must be the subject 
of immediate, serious consid- 
eration! 
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